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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-7, and 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Stewart. 

Claims 1-3, 5-7 

• Stewart teaches of an input element... a location information the second 

device access the (Col 2, lines 50-67, Col 3, lines 4-8); input element ( 

access point )and location information element (access point) included.... (Col 2, 

lines60-63); specific device is transmitted first (portable device) and the 

second device (service provider).... (Fig 1A, Col 5 lines 60-65, Col 6 lines 5-40). 

Claims 9-10 

• Stewart teaches of transmitting of least one of a location (Col 2, lines 50-67, 

Col 3, lines 4-8; second device to access first device ) (Fig 1A, Col 5 lines 

60-65, Col 6 lines 5-40). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stewart as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of official notice. 

Claims 4 and 8 

• Stewart does not explicitly teach of a search element that can search device 
groups ....Search elements that search for a device on a network is well-known 
in the arts and thus official notice is taken. Common used programs such as 
Microsoft Windows has this functionality. A person can search for a device (ex. 
A friend's or co-worker's computer) by going to the search function and typing in 
the name of the computer. An objective of Stewart's invention is to service 
mobile users with services such as notifying rental agency of the user's location 
(Col 3, lines 29-45). Adding a search element that can search for a specific 
device would be an overall improvement to Stewart's invention because it would 
allow service providers such as hotel and rental car agency the ability to search 
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for a specific client. This would result in a more efficient and versatile system. It 
is for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have been motivated to make the above-mentioned modification. 



5. Claims 1 1, 13 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamaguchi and Dupperouzel and Hara. 

Claims 11, 15 and 18-19 

• Yamaguchi teaches of a first device service unit (Fig 1 , item 10 or 1 1 ) that 

generates a second device service unit that generates (Fig 1, item 10 or 

11).... a first web server unit (Fig 1, item 10 or 11) that sends the data.... a 
second web server unit (Fig 1, item 10 or 11) that sends the data.... (Paragraph 
[0015], [0016]). Yamaguchi does not explicitly teach of displaying the web page 
on a screen. Dupperouzel teaches on this aspect (Col 1 , lines 64-67). 
Yamaguchi does not teach of ....on the screen ....are drag-and-dropped... 
hands over at least one of a location information.... and the second device 

service unit accesses the first device service unit acquires from the first device 

service unit.... the specific data...Duperrouzel teaches of drag-and-dropping data 
from one web browser to another (Col 2, lines 30-35, Col 4, lines 58-67, Fig 2). 
Dupperrouzel is silent in regards to acquiring from the first device specific data. 
Hara teaches on this aspect (Col 4, lines 45-60, Col 5, lines 3-17). Yamaguchi, 
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Dupperouzel, and Hara's invention all relate to communication systems. Adding 
the above feature to Yamaguchi's invention would result in a more efficient image 
forming apparatus because it would provide enhance functionality of combining 
various contents(data) from different sources (web servers) using drag-and-drop 
techniques and the ability to access specific data. It is for this reason that one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have been motivated to 
make the above-mentioned modifications. 

Claim 13 

• Yamaguchi teaches of using FTP (Paragraph [01 11]. 
Claims 14 and 16 

• Yamaguchi did not explicitly teach of using IPP. Yamaguchi's invention objective 
is to provide an image forming apparatus (Paragraph [0009]). Yamaguchi 
teaches of methods of printing (Paragraph [0009]) and using LPR. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify 
Yamaguchi's invention so that it would also use IPP because this would result in 
a more versatile and comprehensive image forming apparatus. It is for this 
reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would have 
been motivated to make the above-mentioned modifications. 



Claim 17 

• Yamaguchi teaches of using LPR (Paragraph [0200], 
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Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamaguchi and Dupperouzel and Hara as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further in view 
of Stewart. 

Claim 12 

• Yamaguchi teaches of using HTTP (Paragraph [0004]). Yamaguchi, 
Dupperouzel and Hara did not explicity teach of a web server unit provided 
between the first device unit and the second device wherein the second device 
accessed the first device. Stewart teaches on this aspect (Col 2, lines 50-67, Fig 
1 A). Examiner is interpreting access point (third server unit), mobile user (first 
device) and service provider (second device). Adding the above-mentioned 
feature to Yamaguchi's invention would result in a more versatile and efficient 
system because it would provide another way of accessing the desired data. It is 
for this reason that one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention would 
have been motivated to make the above mentioned modifications. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M. Reid whose telephone number is 571 272 
3903. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri (7-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Harvey can be reached on (571)272-3896. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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